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ABSTRACT 

. "This study examined the relationship between moral 

reasoning and altruistic behavior in 120 boys, 4- to 1 1-year s old. 
Subjects were administered Damon's Positive- Justice Interview; and 
were presented helping and sharing tasks under five behavior al 
conditions corresponding to Damon's justice levels. Findings 
supported cognitive- developmental theory, demonstrating that 
different patterns of altruistic behavior emerge at different levels 
of social-cognitive maturity. In addi'tidnr it was^ demonstrated that 
certain types cf morS.1 reasoning* are highly consistent with moral 
behavior. Moral reasoning within a practical altruistic context was 
^more closely related to altruistic behavior than was moral reasoning 
within a hypothetical context. (Author/RH) 
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Developmental Consistencies in Children's Socio-Moral Knowledge: 
Justice Reasoning and Altruistic Behavior^ 

Roberta Blotner and David J. Bearison 
The Graduate Center 
' '* City University of New York 

An important issue in studies of moral development is the ^extent to * 
which individuals are consistent in their behavior across different moral 
situations. Piaget's theory of cognitive development maintains that there 
are Cognitive stxructures which determine the quality of thought. These 
.structures^-or- organizing principles^-xepr es ent pa t terns" of triinkihg "through 
which individuals structure and organize^ their social world, and they, underlie 
both thought and action in a consistent manner. 

Empirical research has no^t^pffer of such- consistency 

however. Studies which have examined the relationship between moral judgment 
and behavior in young children have fourid low positive correlations. These 
studies have usually measured moral judgment with Piaget's (1965) stories or 
Kohlberg's (1969) dilemmas. Behavior has been assessed using various tasks. 
No relationship was found between resistance to temptation and moral reasoning 
using Piagetian stories of intent ionality ((Srinder, 1964), or Tising Kohlberg's 
moral judgment interview (Nelson, Grinder, and Biaggio, 1969), while Harris, 

Mussen, and Rutherford Cl^7 6) f ound ^a low positive. correlation between 

resistance to temptation and Kohlberg's measure, Einler and Rushton (.1976) 



found modei^ate correlations between Piagetlan stories oi; intentionality and 
sharing. Finally , "Kohlberg 'a moral judgment measure was found to have littl 
of no relationship to- political activity (Haan, Smith, and Block, 1968; 
Leming, 1974). 

There are -a number of methodological problems in these 3tudies which ' 
may have contributed to the low correlations. First, regarding the measures 
as Damon (1977) has suggested, Kohlberg's stories do not provide an accurate 
assessment of young children's moral knowledge, since many of the issues 
depicted in the stories are far beyond the realm of children's experiences. 
Second, subjects' justifications for their social behavior are rarely 
obtained. Third, the behavioral measures usually consist of an isolated 
behavior, e.g., cheating on a test or donating ^to a charity. Few attempts 

detemine qualitative differences in structural levels of morar behavior. 

The present study was designed to examine the issue of consistency 
between moral reasoning and behavior, (i. e. hypothetical and practical' 
knowledge). The relationship between hypothetical justice reasoning and 
two forms of altruistic behavior was studied. The relationship among 
cognitive structure, reasoning , and behavior was also explored. One 
dimension upon which children structure their social thinking and which 
changes qualitatively with development is reciprocity. The relationship 
between reciprocity an^ reasoning was measured by Damon's positive-justice 
interview. The relationship between reciprocity and altruistic behavior 
was measured by a series of environmental conditions designed to elicit 
reciprocity responses.\ These conditions were based on Damon^s levels of 
positive justice. Each l^evel is characteris^^d by new, more sophisticated 
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understanding of the concept of reciprocity:^ Children at levels OA and 

are egocentric and have little or no understanding of reciprocity. 
Children at level U understand reciprocity as a rigid payback-in-kind; 
those at. level IB- understand merit; and those at level 2A understand need. 
Children at level 2B understand and are able to coordinate the relationship 
among several claims to justice. In the present, study, four behavioral 
conditions were developed to reflect the knowledge acquired .at stages - 

lA, IB, 2A, and 2B.- 

In each condition the subject was given information about another 
(fictitious) child, and he then had the opportunity to respond altruistically 
to that child.' The recipro-city conditions were as follows: 

„ (l)-East^reciprocit^y-.--The-other-Cf-ict-itious)-child-had^-P^^^ 

participated but did not win anything for himself. He* did, however , 
leave' something for the subject. The subject was then told he could 
leave something for that child in return. . -This corresponded to lA 

(2) Deserving /merit. The subject was told that the other child had 
'worked very hard and "had done very well on a task, and he could give f, 

something to that child. This corresponded to IB reasoning. 

(3) Need. The subject was told that the other child is very poor, 
and he could give something to that child. This corresponded to 2A 

- reasoning. ■ 

(4) (feordinated reciprocity. The child was given infprmation about 
two other ^Idren: one who had worked very hard and had done very well 

"on a task, and another who was very poor. The subject was then told he 

could give something to one or both of these children. This corresponded 

. to! 2B reasoning since it required' the subjects to" coordinate two separate 
claims to justice. • 



(5) Control, No additional information was given to the child. 
These reciprocity conditions were embedded in two contexts of 
altruism: sharing candy and helping traqe pictures. The relation 
between subjects' levels of justice reasoning and their altruistic behavior 
was observed in their responses to these conditions, In addition, childr<in were 
asked to give reasons for their behavior (practical reasoning) in order 
to assess the relationship between levels of reasoning in hypothetical 
and practical contexts. Finally, subjects were asked what vjas the fairest 
thing to do in the helping and sharing situations (ideal reasoning) in 
order to extend the assessment of the relationship between levels of 
reasoning to an ideal context. 

The. present study was designed to test the following hypotheses: 

^_ ■ ■ _ _- "" . 

1. Level of hypothetical moral reasoning will be po'sitively relats-ed 
to the amount of helping and sharing behavigr. . . 

2. Interactions between hypothetical moral reasoning level and 
condition of gfltruism will 6e significant. 

2A. Children at hypothetical moral reasoning level OB will display 
a significantly lower frequency of helping and sharing in all conditions 
than those at moral reaspning levels IB and 2B. , 

2B. Children at hypothetical moral reasoning level IB will display 
a significantly higher frequency of 'helping and sharing in the past 

reciprocity axid merit conditions than in the control condition- 

- ' ' .' ' ■ . • ■ 

2C. Children at hypothetical moral reasoning level 2B will display . 

a higher frequency of* helping and sharing behavior in the past reciprocity, 

merit, need, ..and coordinated reciprocity conditions than in the control 

condition. - 



3, Levels of hypothetical, practical, apd ideal moral reasoning 
will be positively correlated, 

♦ 

4. Children will be more advanced in levels oJJ hypothetical 
reasoning than in levels of practical or ideal reasoning. 

METHOD 

oubj ects . 

The sample consisted of 120 males from grades kindergarten through 
five, selected from a public school in New York City in' a primarily middle- 
class neigjhborhobd. . Ages rai\^ed from four to eleven years. 

Procedures 

Hypothetical Moral Reasoiiing .^ 

- ■■ - ■: ' ' 'V* 

Levels of moral reasoning in a hypothetical context: were assessed using 
Damon's Positive Justice Interview (1977). ^ 
Contexts of Altruism^ 

Alti^uism was. measured in two behavioral contexts; helping and sharing, 
Each subjects waa. administered ooth tasks in two separate sessions. 

Helping . This task assessed children's helpin^^ nnder different conditions 
of reciprocity in order to observe (1) whether subjects helped another child 
on an uninteresting task while-foregoing the opportunity to play with' a more 
attractive toy, and (.2) whether conditions 'of reciprocity reflecting different 
cognitive levels elicited differential responses by children. 
^' The task was a -racing game. Subjects were invited to 
make spacemen by,' tracing several geometric shapes (squares^ rectangles , 
triangles', and citcle^^^^^ ciiem out^ and pasting them together. 



The cxperimgnter showed the mauerial« to theaubject and toXd him she 
would aaaenibla another sot of geometric tracing ahapes which was on a 
table at the other end of the room. While the subject waited for hia ahapes 
to be prepared, he was given the choice either playing with an attractive 
toy (litch A Sketch) or tracing shapes for another boy who had to leave 
quickly and did not have the chance to trace any for himself . At this 
point, subjects were giv^n additional information about the fictitious 
boy. There were four different types of information- given to subjects 
(four 'conditions) which corresponded to different levels of reciprocity^: 
past reciprocity (the other child had left tracings for the subject), merit 
(the other child was a good artist), need (the other boy was poor), and 
coordinated reciprocity (one other boy was a goo4 artist and another was 
poor) i plus a control group (no other information was given abouJ:-the-other 
child) • Subjects were randomly assigned to one of these five conditions. 
The subject was then left alone to either trace or play with the other toy, 

. The „ subject wa^^^^ (practi^^^ 

In order to assess ideal- reasoning- the subject was then asked what was the 
fairest thing „to do. 

The experimenter recorded the r^umber of tracings a subject made for 
,the fictitious child. The reasons he stated for his behavior and for the 
f air esY^ thing according to Damon's levels of positive 

justice ranging from OA to 2B (1977), 

" Sharing . This measure assessed children's sharing under different 

conditions of reciprocity. The procedure was ada't)ted from Dreman (1976) . 

The subject was asked to draw a picture and was presented nine candies 

as a prize. This served as a pretext for giving the subject <;Landies-_;^^^.^^^ 



to flharo with anothoir (f ictlufbvia) child, Ue wa« then rolcl lihaU 't?lie othuc 
child had to leave cjuiokly, and that he could leava;-(3omo oC hla own candlea 
for the child iJ; he wanted. At thla point, aubjec.te wore given additional 
inEonnation about the f i^itioua hoy, There were four difCeronf typeu ot' 
information given to subjects (four conditions) which corresponded to 
different levels of reciprocity; past teciprotity (the other boy had left 
candies for the subject), merit (the other child was a good artist) , need 
(the other boy was poor), coordinated reciprocity (one other boy was a good* 
artist and another was poor) , plus a control , group (no othey information was 
given about the other chil^) . Subjects were randomly assigned td one of 
these five conditions. Several bags were placed near the subject who was 
told that he could leave candies ^in a bag for the other child if he wanteci. 
It was emphasized that he could share as many or as few as he wanted. The 
subject was- then left, alone for two minutes, in order to minimize the demand 
characteristics of the situation^ The subject was asked the reasons. for his 

■ _ _ \ 

jjehavior (practical reasoning) . In order to assess ideal reasoning, the 

_ ■ • -~ — ^ — ■ ■ • . 

subject was asked what was the fairest thing to do. ^ 

The experimenter recorded the number of candies a subject placed in 
a bag for the other child. The reason he stated for his behavior and for 
the fairest thing to do were scored according, to- Damon's levels of positive 
justice reasoning from OA to 2B (1977). 

, -Subjects were tested Individually in two sessions, approximately one 
month apart. _In the first session, subj.ects were administered a behavioral 
task by one experimenter • Half the subjects were administered -the helping 

. ta^k f irst;, and _ h^ At_ the_conclu^ the behavioral 

task the hypothetical positive-justice interview was administered* by a 



second experimuntar. The, eacp©rii?ntent;<5rfl contlnuad t6 ceflU '«ubjaarn-unl:i-l 
thora wore apprcyxiumUuly l^orty ou&Jucts at; qach oC the following- liypotbet icnX 
moral rowaonlns lovaltlf ' OD, ID^ 4ntl 2D. SnWocta aU llavelfj OA, 1A> and 2A 



were not Inuluclerf,^ In tho aacontPAioflHloni ^ibjoctfl waro admlni«l;or(3d uhu 



aecond behavioral tilak. 



ESULTS 

ThGi effects of level of hypothetical moral reasoning and condition 
of altruism on helping and sharing behavlora were aaseaaed \yy performing 
a 3 X ^ analysis of variance' on the number of pictures aubJectB traced and* 
the number of candies that they shared. There were three levels of^ 
hypothetical moral reasoning (OB, IB and 2B) and fivQ cond'itions of' altruism 
(cotttrol, past reciprocity, merit, need, and' coprdinated reciprocity). There 
wap a significant main effect for hypothetical moral^ reasoning' levels on" 
both the helping and sharing- behaviors^ F (2, 105) « 13.26 and 9*32, 
respective^ £<.05. Scheffe comparisons indicated that for -both, helping 
and sharing, subjects at level 2B of the moral ifdasgning Interview drew 
significantly more pictures and shared significantly more candies than 
subjects at levels OB and 3£, while the latter groups did not differ ^rom 
each other. These results are shown in Figures 1 and 2. 

The same factory were entered into an n-Hysis with age as a covariate. 
There was a significant effect for hypothetical moral reasoning^level for 
helping and sharing, F(2, 104) = 7.34 and 5.64, respectively, £<.05. 
Scheffe comparisons showed -that, for. sharing, subjects at level 2B gave 
signif icai. ' ^ niore candies than subjects at levels OB and IB, while the 
latter groups did not differ from each other. Jost hoc .pairwl^^e comparisons 
.for helping responses, however', were not significant; 



./Altih^ugh no ^pqelf ic .^pr^cl latlpae were mmU Gonaavnlng lAw eCCoat: 



purl: of the aUovu 2-why ANOVA* Thei ana.ly«ifl ind-Uatad thut; uUava was 
a sign lC;jLamu* main offent 'tov GOiidiUion on houlv helping and a.|iaK;ln8 
'VoflponnGft'i F<A, 105) « 2.93 and 2.73, reupucUlvoXy , p <.05.' SchafCo poai; 
hoc laompariaonla allowed that^ for hoilpi/^Si subjecta In the coorJAuaiod 

'teclproc^.t*y. condition t;racud more plcLuroa than thoao In the control 

" ' .1 " ' » " ^- ■ 

condition aftd aubjucta in the coordinated reciprocity condition^ traced 
more than thoae in the merit condit;ion. For, aharing, '^aulij.fecta in the * 

coordinated reciprocity condition gave more candiea .than those in the 

- - » ... ,^ ^ • , ^ 

tiontt'dl conditidn. / ^ v' 

. The' interaction effect between hypothetical moral, i?easonlng level" 

and condition of altruism was not^, significant for sharing behaviors. . 

The interacjfion effect for helping behaviors, however, was significant, 

F(8, 102) ^-Z.eQ, £ <.05. Two types of post hoc comparisons were 

' perforiped on th6 helping scores. Thq first was^ a comparison of subjects* 

altruistic 'behaviors at moral reasoning levels OB to ife' and IB to. 2B at 

.-each cbrjidition of altruism. The second type .of post hoc test compared the 
^ • ' , ■ ' .. . . ,/ 

amounts of altruistic behaviors in the past reciprocity, merit, need, and 

. . • /' ' . - 

* coordinated reciprocity conditions against the control condition at each 

. tooral reasoning level. Scheffe comparisons revealed no significant 

differences. Hqwever, the Scheffe test is the most conservative of 

1 ' ■ ■■ 

the post hoc tests. In order to further explor,e the trends in the 

. ■ ■ • ■ ■ , '■■•>' • . . 

^^^ata-under less stringent criteria foi? significance, an additiotxal 

post hoc test, Dunnett's t stati^itic (Winer, 1^62) was performed. 

The Dunnett test is appropriate since it allows a comparison' 



oi: 4 ii^t- of iio one particul^lr celX (I, a,, contvol group), Dunn^^tt's 

tvAced Cov avilV^aQtfl At ^levels 3H mi<J 2IJ In both cohtrol and poorrtinAl'^U 
reciproail^y aoiulUlona, « 7,06 ami 7.65, r^^j^ptictivaly , p. <,Q5, 
Subjoatfl At 3 tracpd mora p;Ul;ur©M thna i;ho«^ At, lev^l HI Ift 

bouh Gonuro.l And coord J^naUed reoJlprocUy condU;lon«, In AddtyLou>' 
uigniCicant diCCoroncQa" woi::a Hound bouwoon Ulta conUvoiL and noad Gond;U:l,on« 
And bot:wo«ijn Uho contetJol and coordinaU^d ruoipro'aity ciond:Uiona at; movaX 
roawoning lovel 211| u ^ 10.1.1 and 15.22| roapQctivoly , jq^<,05. Subjacte 

. _ \ ^, 

at ilioral 'roaaoning' level .2B »traaed more picuuroa In Cha nood and coordinatod 

(I , 

'reciprocity cunditiona than in 'the. control condition • These roaulUa are 

presented iji Figures 3 and A. 

1.. .» . ^ 

As previously described, three types of moral reasoning were obtained; 
hypothetical reasoning' (based upon scores obtained on the positive juaticu 
interview), practical reasoning (based upon subject's justifications for hia 
altruistic jpehavior), and ideal reasoning (based upon sub j ect 'e^ descriptions 
of the fairest thing to do iu the helping or sharing, situation) • Kendall's 
Tau ranl^ order correlations were used to assess the interrelationships 
among the measures. Correlations among moral Reasoning scores in the ^ 
three different contexts ate presented in Table 1. ; 

The interrelationships among types of r^soning wer^e assessed in the 

helping and 'sharing contexts separately* Correlations between hypothetical 

■ ' ^' * * 

and practical reasoning scores were ,.39 in the helping context and .41 in 

. .■ . .-'^ 

» ' - ' ■ ' '• • " 

the sharing context. ^Correlations between hypothetical and id^^l. reasoning . 
scores were .40 for helping and .46 for sharing. Correlations between 

• • ■ . ■ . .. * 

practical and ideal reasoning scores were .62 for helping- and .83 for sharing. 



In addition, correlations between behavioral contexts were assessed 
for both practical and ideal reasoning. In this assessment, practical 
reasoning scores were correlated across helping and sharing contexts, 
and, similarly, ideal reasoning scores were correlated across helping 
and sharing contexts. The correlation between practical reasoning scores 
in the helping and sharing cpntexts was .27, and the correlation between 
ideal reasoning scores in helping and sharing contexts wks .36. All 
correlations were significant (p < .001). 

Thus, there were significant positive relationships among the 
three types of reasoning. Although correlations varied between the 
helping and sharing contexts, similar patterns .existed for both. The 
highest correlations were demonstrated between practical and Id^al 
reasoning score's. Hypothetical reasoning was more highly correlated 

.with ideal reasoning than with practical reasoning scores; Correlations 

■ s - ' 

between helping and sharing reasoning scores- were the lovest. 

In addition, partial correlations among reasoning scores were 
calculated with age as a covariate. These correlations are presented 
in Table 2. Although these Correlations were somewhat lower than the 
simple correlations, they all roualned significant and displayed the 
same patterns as the zero-order correlations. 

An additional analysis was employed to determine whether subjects' 
levels of-moral reasoning were equivalent across hypothetical j practical, 
*andu ideal reasoning contexts. Chi square analyses were 
performed in each behavioral context (helping and sharing) to test 
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whether there weradlfferences in patterns of reasoning at each moral 
reasoning level. Each analysis compared two types of reasoning. For 
example, one chi square teet compared levels of hypothetical and practical 
reasoning. A 3 x 3 frequency table was constructed to include three 
patterns of reasoning (hypothetical more advanced than, equivalent to, 
less advanced than practical reasoning) by three hypothetical reasoning 
levels (OB, IB, 2B) . In this way, patterns of reasoning could be 
compared at different moral-cognitive levels. This analysis was 
performed in both helping and sharing contexts. Similarly, frequency 
tables were constructed to compare hypothetical and ideal reasoning, 
and practical and ideal reasoning. Thus, six separate chi square analyses 
v^ere performed.' 

For both helping and sharing contexts of altruism, there were 
-significant differences in patterns of hypothetical and practical 
reasoning, X^(4) = 10.35, £< .04 and X^(4) = 12.34, £< .02, respectively 
Subjects' moral reasoning was at least one level lower in the practical 
context than in the hypothetical context. For both helping and sharing, 
there were significant differences in the pattern of hypothetical and 
ideal reasoning, (4) = 39.56 and 39.01, respectively, £< .001.' On^ 
both tasks, subjects in hypothetical moral reasoning level OB reasoned 
at equivalent levels in hypothetical and ideal reasoning, whereas 
subjects at levels IB and 2B were more advanced in hypothetical than 
in ideal reasoning. Finally, id both helping and sharing contexts, 
there were no significant differences, between practical and ideal 
reasoning. 

14 
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DISCUSSION 

Most theories of children's moral reasoning (Piaget, 1965, Kohlberg, 
1969) are based on children's responses to hypothetical moral dilemmas 
with little concern regarding how responses in such hypothetical contexts 
are related to moral judgements and moral actions in practical contexts. 

Piaget, in his studies of moral judgment, acknowledged the differences 

». 

between "verbal or theoretical judgment and the concrete evaluations 
that operate in action..." (1965, p. 117) and he cautioned readers that 
the "verbal evaluations made by oixr children are not of actions of which 
they have been authors or witnesses » but of stories which are told to 
them" (p. 119). Recently,' Damon (1977) tested children's concepts of 
distributive justice in both hypothetical and practical c6ntexts. For 
the practical context he created experimental conditions in which groups 
of children actually had to decide how to distribute "rewards" among 
themselves. Children's justifications for their behavior was analyzed 
according to whether they considered such justice^.principles as need or 
metit. Among other things, he found that children resorted to highet 
levels of justice reasoning when considering the hypothetical situations 
than when engaging, in practical judgments. The overall relationship 
between justice reasoning In the hypothetical and practical contexts 
was le&a than what would be expected from cognitive developmental theory. 

The purpose of the present study was to provide a more sensitive 
test of the 'consistency of moral reasoning . in hypothetical and practical 
contexts and the relationship between moral reasoning arid altruistic 
behavior* 



Two different situations of altruism were studied: helping and 
sharing. Within each situation, four experimental conditions were 
created to correspond to Damon *s levels of moral reasoning: past 
reciprocity, merit, need, and coordinated reciprocity. In addition, 
three different measures of moral reasoning were obtained: hypothetical, 
practical, and ideal. Thus, by systematically varying these factors 
within a coherent theoretical framework, more specific interactions 
between levels of reasoning and altruistic behavior could be delineated. 

It was found that relationships between moral reasoning contexts 
and altruistic behavior differed according to subjects* levels of . . 
hypothetical moral reasoning. Subjects at level 2B . d significantly 
'greater helpiing arid sharing behaviors across all conditions than subjects 
at IB and OB, Subjects at IB, however, were not more altruistic than 
subjects at OB,' 

When subjects' responses, in the four experimental conditions were 

> 

compared with the control condition, it was foi^nd that subjects at •'level 
2B make greater efforts to help another (fictitious) child in the need 
and coordinated reciprocity conditions but not in the merit and past 
reciprocity conditions,^ Subjects at level 2B, did not share significantly 
more candies with another j:hild in any of the four experimental conditions 
compared to the control condition. Helping and sharing responses of 
subjects at levels IB and OB did not differ from the control condition 
In any ot the four experimental conditions. The behavioral responses 
of subjects at 2B and IB is particularly surprising in that these 
subj ects rec ognized the claims of merit and past reciprocity in their 
hypothetical reasoning but not in their practical action. 



In general, the present findings showed that children's hypothetical 
reasoning was consistent with their practical action for' subjects at 
level 2B who were the only ones expected to act on another child's 
claims of need and coordinated reciprocity, and for subjects at level 
OB who were not expected to respond in any the conditions differently 
than in the control condition. The practical action of subjects at level 
IB was not consistent with their hypothetical reasoning. Subjects at 
level IB were expected to act on claims of merit but in fact their 
actions were no different than subjects at the lowest level of hypothetical 
justice reasoning. Damon (1977) also found that subjects who reasoned 
hypothetically at level IB did not behave accordingly. It appears that 
It is not until subjects reach the level ofr2B that their, 
hypothetical reasoning shows some cpnsistency with their pf'actical moral 
behavior. ^ ^ ^ 

Another concern in the present study was the relationship among 
three different coiltexts of^moral reasoning. While other studies have 
compared moral reasoning in hypothetical and practical contexts (Damon, 
1977; Haan, 1975), the present study used, an additional context: ideal 
. (i.e., subjects^ judgments of the"fairest" thing to do in a given 
behavioral condition). Similar to Damon (1977) and Ha:an (1975) the 
present study found that subjects reasoned at more advanced levels in the 
hypothetical than in either the practical or ideal contexts. There were ^ 
no differences between levels of ideal and practical reasoning. 

The highest correlations among forms of moral reasoning were 
between practical and ideal reasoning. In addition, /nypothetical 
reasoning was more highly correlated, with ideal reasoning than with 
practical reasoning* Also, correlations; between practical reaisoning 



16, 

and altruistic behavior were higher than between hypothetical reasoning 
and altruistic behavior* 

Thus, measures of moral reasoning and behavior within a practical 
context were more closely related than those between hypothetical and 
practical contexts. This finding is consistent with Daumriud's (1978) 
position that practical reasoning is a better predictor of moral behavior 
than hypothetical- reasoning, as the latter excludes the subjective and 
affective interests of the actor in a moral dilemma. In cbntrast to 
previous studies that have compared hypothetical reasoning in one 
content domain and social behavior in a totally different content domain 
. and did not find strong' relationships (Grinder, 1964; Nelson et^ al, 1969; 
Halriris et al., 1976; Emler & Rushton, 1976; leming, 1974), the present 
study f ound that .children practical reasoning was consistent v;ith their 
altruistic behavior within the 'same content domain. 

The present findings are consistent with previous studies reporting 

higher leyels of moral reasoning in the hypothetical compaired to practical 

coutexta. Wiuliin the domain of moral reasoning, it thus appears to be a 

' ■• ' - ^ ■ ' 

. consistent bias toward lower levels of reasoning in the practical context 

due. to the inherent conflict between one's own self interest and moral 

principles^. In other cont^ta Ce.g^. , interpersonal persuasion), however, 

the self interests that operate in practical contexts can enhance social 

reasoning XPeaj^isgn and Gass, 1979). 

The preseait study support^ the need for further social cognitive 

research regarding children's cognitive reasoning about .their own 

behavior instead of their reasoning about hypothetical people engaging 

in hypothetical social acts^^ ' - / 

, , - » ....*> ^ ..■ 
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Figure' 2. Mean number of candies shared in the sharing context 
-as a function of hypothetical- moral reasoning level. 
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TaBle 1 



Correlations among Reasoning Scores 



Measures 



Hypothetical Moral 
Reasoning (1)' 



Helping 



Practical 
Reasoning (2) 

Ideal 

Reasoning, (3) 



Sharing 



Age 



Practical 
Reasoning C^) 

Idfeal : ' 
Reasoning (5) 

^ (6)' 



39/ -40 .41 



62 



,46 .73* 



83 



.27 



**. ^- **- 

36 ,24 



.38 



38 



--£^.01. 

.001. 
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Table 2 



Partial,. Correlations ^ among Reasoning Scores 



.Measures 



Hypothetical Moral 
Reasoning (1) 



.29** 



Helping 



^Practical 

Reasoning (2) 

Ideal \ 
Reasoning (3) 



.40** 



.-59**- 



Sharihg 



Practical 
ReaS/Oning (4) 

Ideal 



Reasoning (5) ' 



.21* 



-1-9*- 



30** 



30*$' 



80** 



** £^.001. y^' 

NbteV; The partial c^/rrelationis are first-order correlations 
with .age' as the cQ^riate. " ^ , 
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